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Renot bugging DJ, if you have gotten ana have read the draft of the coauitte's 
unadopted report that «tL was to have provided, you ..ill have noted riiat undue delay is in 
itself actionable under a different law, 1 think, without checking ,~ j bSG ii5o« do, I m 
giving them plenty of time on .verytMng, too. 


will have to limit yourself in what you file for in 


court. 


If you have not realised it, you will 
I s I - est one basis is to stay away from chat anyone else is worm. 


whether or 


he will file. You have too much already. 1 suggest also that ii 


not 

of establishing priorities, best-looking case first* 

I have not od-ied onutron a to opectro fox' a number of reasons 


hero is to ue 


aper — o.; 




' *V "" 




uiicl t O _ 

to the suit now but can be used in arguments. Another 
open to the most irresponsible, beginning with owner. 


have included in. 

caiy, any wiex- i that it can't be added 
the flap ing Ci'lA jaws and files 


If they iiave not given you i-cdpago, sugyest going for that first if only because 
you pari show tint it is not properly withheld and because it does u- t fit any exemptions ^ 
and because of tic attention it can attract, including to frivolity of invocation exemptions, 
here also they have waived under .•■nerican e-ail and can* t claim exemption unless tney can 
show absolutely no relevance between wnat they withhold and Wiiat tney dxdn t. 

1 would not want you to take ay opinion on 03834 FBI H-. file, but it is taut tney 
i *ave waived under iuaorican nail, if only by oixoring and thus rex erring t-o otdom bo. 

It may ox* may not bo a good one with which to esxs investigatory exemption as i --o tii.moc. 

Or whether they hu. a legit alvj-enfarceiaent purpose, as they could have, whether or not 
weagree, under internal security law. li’ LUO was agent. 


unruly lo .k 


OOX’S* iiO"*v r 02T £1 C COx-bi-C .... o -■ i Ci . 


racy to the rescue t but all that one 

saws is tiiat they ehoula not have stopped with paraffin and tnat aC didn't ciiiue. But 
should y ju decide to request, as X recommend against at this juncture, you can't bo your 
own expert witness and the reason for asking is irrelevant under the law. ^one in needed. 

Guy "ohnson: 1 can't say whether or not it is nil, bpt he did tell mo this did deal 
with homosexualoty, and you can't argue tiiat because tney did not exempli in . one cases, tu ej 
should not in all. i^aybe* Odum i is setter, but i thinx t.je specificity Ox the reason fox 
editing, which may be phoney, would got them off hook before almost any judge, but on the 
IIDAC crap, why not aide a ^ongres.aaau they are likely to refuse, like heliums, to got it and 
if he S-. es no compelling contrary reason, letting you soe; Or let.ing me read do see if you 
(wc) would want copy, i set. no reason not to tell -> you suspect ebb was ofxicxaj. fink and 
his more recent hist r y. after n, ax. you suggest. 

I do t ink that before you file anything you should read the decisions 1 hope JL lias 
provided, fiisro is no exemption (i/ellford, meaning I-fader) in purely scientific tests. But 
we are in b._ tter shape on tnat in spectre , which was; uaea in .estikony ana paraphrased 
_n exhibits and by Curry 


bCo 


avoid t already done it 


*11 establish a koch-FOI file. ¥e can 


those things on separate sheets where they are worth filing. 


best 



